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REMARKS 

Claims 13-23 remain in the application. 
Restriction is required to the following groups of inventions: 
Group 1, claims 13-16; or 
Group 2, claims 17-22. 

The Applicants provisionally elect, with traverse, the inventions of Group 2, 
namely claims 17-23. 

The Applicants respectfully traverse this restriction requirement for the following 
reasons. First, claims 13-16 are method claims that are analogous to the limitations of 
at least some of claims 1 7-23. Thus, the Applicants respectfully submit that there would 
not be any additional burden in examining these claims. 

The restriction requirement is respectfully traversed because "if the search and 
examination of all the claims in an application can be made without serious burden, the 
examiner must examine them on the merits, even though they include claims to 
independent or distinct invention." Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP) § 803. 
Thus, even if the inventions are independent or distinct, restriction is improper if the 
search and examination of all the claims can be made without serious burden. 

One of the "two criteria for a proper requirement for restriction between patentably 
distinct inventions" is that "[f]here must be a serious burden on the examiner if restriction is 
not required..." See id. {emphasis added). While "[fjor purposes of the initial requirement, 
a serious burden on the examiner may be prima facie shown by appropriate explanation of 
separate classification, or separate status in the art, or a different field of search as defined 
in MPEP § 803.02." See id. 
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The Office Action does not particularly articulate, however, an explanation of 
separate classification, or separate status in the art, or a different field of search. For at 
least these reasons, the Applicants respectfully submit that a prima facie serious burden 
has not been shown. Thus, the Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the 
restriction requirements. 

MPEP § 803.02 requires examination on the merits when there is not a serious 
burden imposed on the Examiner. The Applicants respectfully submit that the Examiner 
has not made a prima facie showing of a serious burden, as explained above. 

The Applicants respectfully submit that the search and examination of all of the 
pending claims can be made without serious burden to the Examiner. Thus, the 
Applicants respectfully request that the present restriction requirement be reconsidered. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Date: /Joseph A. Yosick/ 

Joseph A. Yosick 
Reg. No. 51,062 

Videojet Technologies Inc. 
1500 N. Mittel Blvd. 
Wood Dale, Illinois 60191 
Telephone: (630) 694-2592 
Facsimile: (630)616-2490 
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